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BRITANNIA
NOTES FOR CONTRIBUTORS

I. ARTICLES AND SHORTER CONTRIBUTIONS

1. Articles and shorter contributions should be submitted through the journal’s ScholarOne online sub-
mission system at https://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/britannia but authors are welcome to discuss
their plans in advance with the Editor, Professor Will Bowden, Department of Classics and Archaeology,
University of Nottingham, University Park, Nottingham, NG7 2RD (will. bowden@nottingham.ac.uk). All
articles and shorter contributions will be peer-reviewed anonymously, usually within three months.
Articles normally have two reviewers, shorter contributions one, but the number is at the Editor’s dis-
cretion. Where reviewers disagree in their assessment, the Editor and Editorial Board will make the final
decision. Decisions about reviews are made by the Reviews Editor. Detailed comments from referees are
normally available to the contributor, anonymously. Papers may be submitted at any time during the
year; potential contributors may wish to discuss scheduling with the Editor in advance of submission.
We suggest a word limit of 12,000 words for articles as a guideline. Proposals for longer papers should be
discussed with the Editor prior to submission.

Britannia has a Green Open Access policy. From vol. 51 (2020), Britannia has adopted a ‘hybrid model’, allow-
ing authors to choose publication of the Version of Record as Gold Open Access on payment of an article
processing charge or under a transformative read and publish agreement with its publisher, Cambridge
University Press. Potential contributors may visit ‘Open Access Publishing at Cambridge’ (https://www.
cambridge.org/core/services/open-access-policies) for information on open access policies, compliance
with major funding bodies and guidelines on depositing their manuscript in an institutional repository.

All authors retain copyright in their contributions but are required to sign a form assigning the Society
an exclusive licence to publish, except in the case of Gold Open Access articles which will be published
under a non-exclusive licence. Authors selecting Gold Open Access publication will be able to choose an
appropriate CC-BY licence. If a paper includes textual or illustrative material not in the author’s copy-
right, permission must be obtained from the relevant copyright owner for the non-exclusive right to
reproduce the material worldwide in all forms and media. The author is held responsible for paying any
fees required as a condition for obtaining such permission. Authors should initially seek the permission
of the publisher to reproduce copyrighted material that has been published. For unpublished material,
authors should seek permission of the owners, whether individuals or institutions.

2. Excavation reports will be considered for publication if they are: (a) concise; (b) of national importance
and/or offer a significant element of contextualisation and synthesis. Additional parts of the report can
be placed online (see 7 below), but the main argument of the report submitted for publication in Britannia
should be free-standing and should contain enough information to be coherent without reference to the
supplementary material. It is essential that authors discuss proposed contributions with the Editor at
an early stage: many excavation reports, even if clearly of national importance, will not be suitable for
inclusion in Britannia.

3. The electronic submission system provides further information on the number and format of files to
be submitted. Britannia style should be followed, but complex layout should not be attempted. Notes
should be presented as footnotes. Tables and figures should be supplied in separate files. Figure and table
positions should be highlighted in the text.

4. On final submission papers should be complete in every particular. Every alteration made by an author
in proof means higher production costs. The Society retains the right to charge authors for correc-
tions/additions in proof in excess of £1 a page; the cost of correcting printer’s errors does not fall
on the Society. All proof corrections and additions are subject to the jurisdiction of the Editorial
Board. Cross-references to pages within the article should be avoided. Unless there are exceptional
circumstances first proofs only will be submitted to contributors.

5. All articles and shorter contributions should include an abstract (c. 120 and 80 words respectively) and
c. 4-8 keywords. For style refer to previous copies of Britannia. Note, the language of publication will
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normally be English. Publications are to be cited by the author’s name and the year of publication fol-
lowed by the specific page or pages in a numbered footnote (e.g. Jones 1980, 6-9). The full reference to a
publication is to be given in an alphabetical bibliography at the end of the paper; journal names should
be given in full in the bibliography. Page references should only be given in the footnote if the reference
is to a specific page or pages. Full page references of articles etc. should appear in the bibliography (f. and
ff. should not be used to indicate following pages). Authors’ initials should only appear in the footnotes
if the bibliography contains two or more authors with the same surname (e.g. J. Smith 1990). For joint
authorship give both names, for multiple authorship Jones et al. is acceptable in the footnotes but all
authors should be listed in the bibliography. a, b, ¢ etc. should be used to distinguish several works of the
same year (e.g. Smith 1990a). Historical sources should appear in abbreviated form in the footnotes with
full references in the bibliography.

6. Ilustrations. The type area of a page in Britannia measures 194 by 138 mm. All drawings and photographs
should be designed to be reduced to or within such a space. Scales in metres should be provided on
plans and be long enough for any likely use. Ilustrations do not need to be titled; captions should
contain this information. Line artwork should be submitted as tif or eps files at 1200 dpi (black and
white for line drawings; grayscale for line/tone). Black and white halftones should be submitted as
tifs (grayscale) at a minimum 300 dpi. Colour images should be in CMYK colour at a minimum 300
dpi. All electronic artwork should be sized to final publication size; reproduction size should be indi-
cated on a list of the illustrations. For further information on artwork see instructions for authors at
www.cambridge.org/core/services/authors/journals/journals-artwork-guide

7. Supplementary material (catalogues, tables, illustrations etc.) which supports the article but cannot be
included in the print journal for reasons of space may be published online as an attachment to the
electronic journal. Any such material must be submitted in the form it is to appear online. For further
information, see Appendix below. Authors planning to submit supplementary material should contact
the Editor.

8. Contributors will receive a pdf offprint of their article. Paper offprints will not be provided.
II. ROMAN BRITAIN IN 20XX

All contributions should be prepared in accordance with the journal’s established style, as set out in the
Notes for Contributors for Articles and Shorter Contributions.

(a) Inscriptions
1. This section will be published in its entirety both in the print and online versions of the journal.

2. Information should be sent to Dr R.S.0. Tomlin, Wolfson College, Oxford, 0X2 6UD (roger.tomlin@wolf-
son.ox.ac.uk), as soon as the inscribed material is ready for reporting, or at latest before 1 March of the
year following discovery. See (b) 6 below for details required.

3. When photographs are taken the light should be raking and, where possible, from the left and well above
the horizontal axis.

4. The principles which are followed for the inclusion or exclusion of inscriptions on pottery and tiles are
set out in RIB I, p. xvii, s.v. scope (d) 1-4.

(b) Sites and Discoveries

1. This section is intended to incorporate as comprehensive a resume as possible of all work undertaken
across Roman Britain in any given year. It will be published in two parts:

i. A selection of the most significant sites and discoveries for each region will be included inthe jour-
nal. Particular emphasis will be placed on entries which have national importance or make a significant
contribution to the subject, have accompanying plans and illustrations, and where the findings have ide-
ally been suitably contextualised. The selection of material to be included will be made by the overall
editor of the Sites and Discoveries section in consultation with the appropriate regional editor, with ref-
erence to the space available in the print journal and the significance of the findings. The selection will
also seek to achieve a regional and thematic balance.
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ii. All the remaining contributions for each region will be included in an online file of Supplementary
Material. This is likely to include material from smaller-scale interventions, sites of more regional or
local significance, or discoveries of Roman material which testify to Roman-period activity at a specific
locality. All the supplementary online material will be in A4 format, with footnotes, and will be accessible
via the online journal webpage.

2. All information about sites and discoveries other than inscriptions or those reported via the Portable
Antiquities Scheme should be sent before 31 March of the year following discovery to:

Wales (Section 1): Mr Evan Chapman (evan.chapman@museumwales.ac.uk).
Scotland (Section 2): Dr Fraser Hunter (f.hunter@nms.ac.uk).

Hadrian’s Wall (Section 3) and Northern England (Section 4, which comprises Cheshire, County Durham,
Cumbria, Lancashire, Lincolnshire, Northumberland, Yorkshire, and associated unitary authorities): Dr
Anna Walas (anna. walas@nottingham.ac.uk).

The Midlands (Section 5, which comprises Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Cambridgeshire, Derbyshire,
Herefordshire, Hertfordshire, Leicestershire, Oxfordshire, Northamptonshire, Nottinghamshire,
Rutland, Staffordshire, Shropshire, Warwickshire, Worcestershire, and associated unitary authorities):
Dr Gavin Speed (gs50@le.ac.uk).

East Anglia (Section 6, which comprises Essex, Norfolk, Suffolk, and associated unitary authorities): Dr
Natasha Harlow (Natasha.Harlow@nottingham.ac.uk)

Greater London (Section 7) and Southern Counties (east) (Section 9b, which comprises Berkshire,
East Sussex, Kent, Surrey, West Sussex, and associated unitary authorities): Dr Owen Humphreys
(o.humphreys@reading.ac.uk)

Southern Counties (west) (Section 9a, which comprises Dorset, Hampshire, Isle of Wight, Wiltshire, and
associated unitary authorities) and South-Western Counties (Section 8, which comprises Cornwall,
Devon, Somerset, Gloucestershire, and associated unitary authorities): Mr Evan Chapman (evan.chap-
man@museumwales.ac.uk).

3. Information on projects including surveys, excavations and evaluations that yield evidence for Roman-
period activity is welcomed. Reports should be as concise as is consonant with clarity and compre-
hensibility, make reference to significant dating evidence, and seek to provide an appropriate level of
interpretation and contextualisation. They should avoid the level of detail appropriate to an interim or
final report, and in all but exceptional circumstances should be less than 1,000 words in length. Negative
evidence will not normally be included except where it is relevant to the wider aspects of an otherwise
significant site.

4. Where results are particularly significant, or where there is the opportunity to collate the results of sev-
eral years’ work on a long-running investigation which has reached a significant stage or terminated,
contributors are also encouraged to contact the Editor at an early stage as the submission of a Shorter
Contribution may be deemed advantageous to the readership in advance of final publication (this would
allow for accounts of up to 3,500 words). Such contributions will be subject to the normal peer review
process.

5. Plans and other illustrations which enhance understanding of complex and significant investigations
are particularly welcomed. It is the responsibility of contributors to ensure that appropriate copyright
permissions have been obtained for all illustrations submitted, including those applicable to Ordnance
Survey mapping. If a contribution contains illustrative material that is not in the contributor’s copyright,
permission must be obtained from the relevant copyright owner for the non-exclusive right to repro-
duce the material worldwide in all forms and media. Illustrations submitted for inclusion in the print
journal must conform to the instructions relating to illustrations accompanying Articles and Shorter
Contributions (please do not submit illustrations embedded in MS Word files or as .pdfs).

6. Contributions should be submitted as MS Word compatible files by email attachment or CD. They should
state the county or unitary authority area, and on a separate line the parish (in bold type), site name
(in italic type) and eight figure National Grid Reference with letter preface (e.g. SU 1830 3915). If the
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contribution is accompanied by illustrations, captions should be supplied which state the name of the
individual or organisation responsible for the illustration, and any copyright accreditations. The follow-
ing details should be included as footnotes:

(a) The name(s) of the individuals responsible for the direction of the investigation (in a commercial
environment this might be the Project Officer and/or the Project Manager) and/or for the drafting of
the contribution, and where appropriate, the name of the investigating organisation.

(b) The body funding the investigation (where applicable).

(c) Areference to any previous exploration of the site, where this is directly relevant to the investigation
being reported.

(d) Recent and forthcoming publications. Where the investigation is reported in a grey literature report
which is available on line, a hyperlink should be included (where possible, a DOI should be cited).

7. Dimensions should be given in Systéme Internationale units, e.g. metres (m), kilometres (km), hectares (ha),
grammes (g). Non-metric equivalents may also be given where useful for comparison with earlier data.

III. REVIEWS

The Review Editor is Dr Nick Hodgson (nick.hodgson@durham.ac.uk) and contributions should be sent
directly to him. Books for review should be sent to the Librarian, Joint Library, Hellenic and Roman Societies,
Senate House, Malet Street, London WC1E 7HU.

Appendix: Supplementary Material

Supplementary material which supports an article but cannot be included in the print journal for reasons
of space may be published online as an attachment to the electronic journal. Supplementary material
might include extra illustrations, tables, lengthy catalogues and specialist reports. Given that supple-
mentary material is exclusively published online, file types incompatible with print format, e.g. computer
generated images, can also be considered.

Since the main article alone will appear in the print journal it must be free-standing and the reader must be
able to follow its arguments without reference to the supplementary material; catalogues and specialist
data should be included in the article itself if essential to the main arguments.

Although there is no formal limit on the quantity of the supplementary material it is not intended to serve
as a project archive.

Authors planning to submit supplementary material should contact the Editor to discuss the content.
Supplementary material is subject to the same peer review process and copyright requirements as all
primary content.

Supplementary material must be submitted in the form it is intended to appear online (e.g. pdf). In the main
article text a section directing readers to the supplementary material will appear before the references;
this will include a link to the online page from which it can be accessed. Further cross-references may be
inserted in the main article.

Supplementary material will be part of Britannia and therefore its contents and presentation must be of an
acceptable standard. It will be included in the refereeing process. Although detailed copy-editing of the
supplementary material will not be carried out, the author will be required to make any changes recom-
mended by the editorial team. The supplementary material will not be typeset by CUP; hence formatting
should follow the conventions of the main journal as closely as possible.

The file should include a title page listing main authors/contributors and, if lengthy, a table of contents
with page references. Page numbers should be preceded by ‘D’ for digital content. The file should also
include a bibliography of all works referred to in the supplementary material.

There is no limit on the use of colour images in Britannia online. Figure and table numbers should be num-
bered separately as ONLINE FIGS/TABLES. In lengthy texts where the material is divided into sections
the illustrations can be grouped at the end of each section.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068113X25100652 Published online by Cambridge University Press


mailto:nick.hodgson@durham.ac.uk
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068113X25100652

SOCIETY FOR THE PROMOTION OF ROMAN STUDIES
Company reg. no. 114442 Charity reg. no. 210644

OFFICERS AND COUNCIL 2025-2026

President: Professor Roy K. Gibson
Vice-Presidents: Professor Tim J. Cornell

Professor Dominic W, Rathbone

Elected Members of Council

Professor Catharine H. Edwards, FBA

Elected June 2023 Elected June 2024 Elected June 2025
Professor Rebecca Langlands Professor Bruce Gibson Dr Dalida Agri

Dr Ellen O’Gorman Dr Luke Houghton Mr Martin Beddoe
Professor Costas Panayotakis Mr James King-Smith Mrs Kim Drummond
Dr Hannah Platts Dr Micaela Langellotti Professor Gavin Kelly
Mr James Renshaw Dr Victoria Leonard Dr Kelsey Madden

Dr Claire Stocks Dr Adam Rogers Dr Martha Stewart

Miss Emma Stuart

Hon. Treasurer: Dr Philip B. Kay, FSA
Hon. Secretary: Professor Roland G. Mayer

Honorary Vice-Presidents

Mr Colin H. Annis, MA, ALA

Dr Andrew M. Burnett, CBE, FBA, FSA
Professor Barry C. Burnham

Professor Alan K. Bowman, FBA, FSA

Professor Dame Averil Cameron, CBE, FBA, FSA
Professor Michael H. Crawford, FBA

Professor A. Simon Esmonde Cleary, FSA
Professor Michael G. Fulford, CBE, FBA, FSA

Honorary Members of the Society
Dr M. Amandry

Professor R.S. Bagnall

Mr R. Beleson

Professor A. Carandini

Professor K.M. Coleman

Professor M. Corbier

Professor H. Cotton

Hon. American Secretary: Professor Glen W. Bowersock

Hon. Librarian: Professor Gesine Manuwald
Librarian: Ms Joanna Ashe

Journal of Roman Studies Editorial Board
Editor: Professor Myles Lavan

Reviews Editor: Professor Neville Morley
Professor Seth Bernard

Professor Henriette van der Blom

Dr Lisa Pilar Eberle

Professor Richard Flower

Professor Tom Keeline

Professor Gavin Kelly

Professor Rebecca Langlands

Professor Victoria Rimell

Professor Michael Squire, FBA

Dr Gail Trimble

Secretary: Dr Fiona K. Haarer, FSA
Auditors: UHY Ross Brooke

Professor Atsuko Gotoh

Mr Graham E.A. Kentfield

Mr J.H. Colin Leach

Rev. Professor John S. Richardson, FRSE

Professor Andrew F. Wallace-Hadrill, OBE, FBA, FSA
Professor John J. Wilkes, FBA, FSA

Dr John Peter Wild, FSA

Professor T. Peter Wiseman, FBA, FSA

Professor W. Eck
Professor A.T. Grafton
Professor E.S. Gruen
Professor M. Mayer
Professor 1. Ostenberg
Professor P. Zanker

Chair, Roman Studies Committee: Professor Roland G. Mayer
Chair, Archaeology Committee: Dr Tanja Romankiewicz
Chair, Schools Committee: Dr Jean-Michel Hulls

Britannia Editorial Board

Editor: Professor Will Bowden, FSA
Reviews Editor: Dr Nick Hodgson, FSA
Mr Paul Booth, FSA (Editor, Britannia Monographs)
Dr Martyn Allen

Mr Evan Chapman, FSA

Professor Hella Eckardt, FSA

Professor Andrew Gardner, FSA

Dr Natasha Harlow

Professor Alex Mullen FRHistS, FSA

Dr John Pearce, FSA

Professor Ellen Swift, FSA

Dr Sadie Watson, FSA

Books for review for both the JRS and Britannia must be sent to The Librarian, Joint Library, Hellenic and Roman

Societies, Senate House, Malet Street, London WC1E 7HU

© The Society for the Promotion of Roman Studies 2026. All rights reserved.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50068113X25100652 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068113X25100652

	BRI_56.pdf
	Intellectual Property in Developer-Funded Archaeology Projects in Britain from the Roman Period
	Introduction
	Positioning ourselves in this debate
	Positioning the developer-funded profession within this debate
	Intellectual property
	The challenge of small numbers, and acknowledging intersectionality
	Methodology and datasets

	Issues in data collection
	Issues in analysis: roles and titles

	Publications in London
	Data
	Analysis

	Publications in Cambridgeshire
	Data
	Analysis

	Publications by Roman pottery specialists
	Data
	Analysis

	Conclusions and recommendations
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	What Happened Next? Hadrian's Wall, the expeditio Britannica and the Fate of the Ninth Legion
	A notorious puzzle
	A fresh approach
	The term expeditio
	Active campaigning
	The proximity of the emperor

	The events and their date ranges
	Pontius Sabinus: around 124
	Maenius Agrippa: probably 123–6
	The end of the Ninth: not much before 123/4
	The transfer of VI Victrix: broadly around 123
	A coin-hoard horizon, c. 123–5
	A cessation of work on the Wall, c. 123?
	A levy in Spain, spring of 123
	Unusual coin issues with military associations, c. 123
	The London fire, around 125
	Road repairs in the Rhine delta, winter 124–5

	Discussion
	If Sixth was Ninth
	Potential couplings
	Contours of a crisis

	Epilogue
	Bibliography

	The Antonine Wall Distance Slabs: A Critical Overview
	Introduction
	The uniqueness of the distance slabs
	Positioning
	Audience and message
	Disposal
	Units of measurement
	Records of distance
	Allocation of labour
	Order of construction
	Advance preparation
	Location of the eastern terminus
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Approaching Connectivity and Community Through Rural Crafts in Early Roman Cambridgeshire: The Case of the Lower Ouse Valley Potteries
	Introduction
	The Lower Ouse Valley potteries in context
	Lower Ouse Valley ware
	Formalised learning and down-the-line transmission
	Small worlds: creativity and distributed cognition
	Big ideas, long distances
	What's in a name? `industries' and `crafting districts'
	Constituting crafting districts in the landscape
	Concluding thoughts
	Bibliography

	Heating Londinium: Dating Relief-patterned Box-flue Tiles and Other Wall Cavity Traditions in Roman London's Baths and Heated Buildings
	Introduction
	Previous studies of the chronology and significance of wall cavity tiles, in London and beyond
	Keyed daub

	The new debate
	The early production hypothesis challenged
	Early start date and Neronian stamps
	Little London fabrics
	Relief-patterned tiles made at Little London and overall dating of such keyed tiles elsewhere

	Analysis of Roman London's data
	Analysis of the chronology of wall cavity tile deposition in London using the MOLA database
	Approach to aoristic analysis of context pottery dates
	Context pottery dating for different wall cavity tile forms
	Context pottery dating for different wall cavity tile keying methods

	Stratified site assemblages case studies
	East of the Walbrook in the Fenchurch Street Area (FER97; FEU08) (Table 1)
	Middle Walbrook Area (ONE94; BZY10) (Table 2)
	1 Poultry (ONE94)
	Bloomberg (BZY10) and adjacent sites

	West of the Walbrook around Gresham Street (GSM97; GHM05 and CPD04) (Table 3),
	Well infill of Blossoms Inn, GHT00

	South of the Thames in northern Southwark around Borough High Street (BGH95) (Table 4)

	Dated buildings elsewhere with associated relief-patterned tiles
	Winchester Palace, London

	Fabrics and distribution
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Pervasive Ritual at Wroxeter: The Evidence of the Buried Ceramics from the Bushe-Fox Excavations 1912–14*
	The Bushe-Fox excavations at Wroxeter
	Ritual deposition at Wroxeter
	Phasing of the Bushe-Fox sites (synthesis of the three reports)
	The Bushe-Fox Collection
	Complete vessels and miscellaneous ceramics
	Summary of the pit and well groups
	Pits outside buildings
	Features within buildings
	Wells
	Unprovenanced complete vessels
	A catalogue of the provenanced complete ceramic vessels and unprovenanced complete religious ceramics from the Bushe-Fox excavations
	Methodology notes
	Complete early vessels from excavations at Wroxeter other than Bushe-Fox's
	The catalogue of vessels
	Unprovenanced vessels

	A consideration of the complete ceramic vessels from the Bushe-Fox excavations
	Provenanced vessels
	Votive, boundary and termination deposits
	Foundation deposits

	Unprovenanced vessels

	Discussion
	Bibliography

	Intramural Human Remains from Roman Towns in Britain:  A Case Study from Late Iron Age and Roman Silchester
	Introduction
	Roman Britain
	Silchester
	Radiocarbon dating and chronological modelling
	Discussion
	Concluding discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Troy Story: The Ketton Mosaic, Aeschylus, and Greek Mythography in Late Roman Britain
	Part 1: The Mosaic in its Archaeological Context
	Part 2: The Narrative and Iconography of the Ketton Mosaic
	Panel 1: The duel between Achilles and Hector (Fig. 3)
	Panel 2: The dragging of Hector (Fig. 6)
	Panel 3: The ransom of Hector (Fig. 7)

	Ruling out the Iliad
	The `weighing of Hector' motif: parallel images
	The `weighing of Hector' motif in texts

	The snake at the dragging of Hector
	Proposition 1: The snake means `at the tomb of Patroclus'
	The `Euripides Line'

	Proposition 2: Euripides' Andromache (c. 428–425 b.c.) is a terminus post quem for the `around the walls of Troy' variant

	A note on Döhle's Achilleis theory of Attic vases
	One suspect remains
	Exploring three routes of transmission
	A note on mosaics and manuscript illumination

	OPTION A: The Ketton mosaic is based on an illustrated text of Aeschylus' Phrygians
	OPTION B: The Ketton mosaic was inspired by illustrations in Roman texts which reworked the Aeschylean narrative
	OPTION C: The Ketton mosaic is an artistic confection of pre-existing visual motifs
	Conclusion
	1. The prestige of Greek culture
	2. Access to literary and visual models
	3. Mythography as a visual genre

	Bibliography

	Fowl Play: A British `Fatal Charade' at Brading Roman Villa
	Introduction
	Poultry problems
	Caput capon
	Playing chicken
	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	Assessing Defence in Late Antique North-eastern Gaul and the Germanic Provinces c. a.d. 250–500: Biases, Distribution and Chronology*
	Introduction
	The study area and its historical context
	Research history and investigation biases
	Early investigations
	Post-war approaches
	Modern analysis

	Dataset and methodology
	Defining fortification
	Investigation type
	Investigations by period
	Geographical distributions
	Temporal distribution

	Future approaches
	Concluding remarks
	Bibliography

	Establishing a Chronology for Roman and Post-Roman Stanwick, Northamptonshire
	Introduction
	Site history
	Research objectives
	Radiocarbon dating
	Bayesian chronological modelling
	Chronological Model 1 (Figs 5 and 6)
	Group A
	Group B
	Group C
	Group D
	Group E
	Burial F
	Overall dating of these burials according to Model 1

	Chronological Models 2 and 3
	Diet and dates
	Stable isotopes
	Model 2
	Model 3


	The finds from the graves
	Small finds, excluding beads
	Group A late second/early third century
	Group B mid–late third/early fourth century
	Group C mid–late third/early fourth century (except later burial 6153)
	Group D third/fourth century
	Group E fifth century
	Burial F early fifth century

	The beads with Skeletons 6125–6

	Discussion of Stanwick and post-Roman Britain in light of the new dating evidence
	Where were the fifth-century dead buried?
	The fifth-century burial rite at Stanwick
	Rethinking the chronology of fifth-century material culture
	Changes in and around Stanwick in the late and post-Roman period

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Objects in Miniature: A Copper-Alloy Beneficiarius Spear-Shaped Mount from Inveresk*
	Inveresk and its context
	The object (Figs 1–2)
	Votive miniature weapons in Britain
	The lances of the beneficiarii
	Displaying rank and identity
	Beneficiarii in Scotland
	Beneficiarii at Inveresk and its place in Roman Scotland
	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	Further Details on the Roman Figure with a Circular Socket from West Keal, Lincolnshire*
	Introduction
	Function and comparison
	Conservation and further details
	Landscape context
	Dating
	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	A Possible Roman Camp on the Wirral Peninsula
	The site
	Discussion
	Bibliography

	Spoon-Shaped Objects with Weapon Terminals from Western Britain*
	Introduction
	The finds
	Discussion
	Function
	Distribution
	Dating
	The weapon representations

	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	Correction to Manley et al. (2024) A Source of Confusion: New Archaeological Evidence for the Dorchester Aqueduct, Britannia 55, 83–97
	Bibliography

	Proceedings of the Society for the Promotion of Roman Studies 2024–2025
	Roman Britain in 2024.pdf
	1. Wales
	Ceredigion
	Powys

	2. Scotland
	North of the Antonine Wall
	Highland
	Perth and Kinross

	The Antonine Wall
	Falkirk

	South of the Antonine Wall
	South Lanarkshire
	Midlothian
	East Lothian
	Scottish Borders


	3. Hadrian's Wall
	Cumbria
	Northumberland
	Tyne and Wear

	4. Northern England
	County Durham
	North Yorkshire
	East Riding of Yorkshire
	North Lincolnshire
	Lincolnshire

	5. The Midlands
	Buckinghamshire
	Hertfordshire
	Northamptonshire
	Leicestershire
	Warwickshire
	Worcestershire

	6. East Anglia
	Essex
	Norfolk
	Suffolk

	7. Greater London
	City of London
	Southwark
	Tower Hamlets

	8. South-western counties
	Gloucestershire
	South Gloucestershire

	9.1. Southern counties (West)
	Wiltshire

	9.2. Southern counties (East)
	Berkshire
	East Sussex
	Kent

	II. Finds Reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme
	Overview
	Artefact descriptions
	Northumberland
	North Yorkshire
	York
	Lancashire
	Denbighshire
	Lincolnshire
	Cambridgeshire
	Norfolk
	Essex
	Suffolk
	Gloucestershire
	Oxfordshire
	Hampshire
	West Sussex
	East Sussex
	Kent
	Wiltshire
	Somerset
	Dorset


	III. Inscriptions
	A. Monumental
	B. Instrumentum domesticum
	Berkshire
	Cumbria
	Derbyshire
	Devon
	Co. Durham
	Essex
	Kent
	Leicestershire
	Lincolnshire
	North Lincolnshire
	Norfolk
	Northumberland
	Nottinghamshire
	Oxfordshire
	Somerset
	Suffolk
	Surrey
	Yorkshire East Riding
	North Yorkshire

	C. Addenda et corrigenda
	D. Alienum
	E. Falsum

	IV. Spotlight on New Research

	BRI_56_1 new1.pdf
	Intellectual Property in Developer-Funded Archaeology Projects in Britain from the Roman Period
	Introduction
	Positioning ourselves in this debate
	Positioning the developer-funded profession within this debate
	Intellectual property
	The challenge of small numbers, and acknowledging intersectionality
	Methodology and datasets

	Issues in data collection
	Issues in analysis: roles and titles

	Publications in London
	Data
	Analysis

	Publications in Cambridgeshire
	Data
	Analysis

	Publications by Roman pottery specialists
	Data
	Analysis

	Conclusions and recommendations
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	What Happened Next? Hadrian's Wall, the expeditio Britannica and the Fate of the Ninth Legion
	A notorious puzzle
	A fresh approach
	The term expeditio
	Active campaigning
	The proximity of the emperor

	The events and their date ranges
	Pontius Sabinus: around 124
	Maenius Agrippa: probably 123–6
	The end of the Ninth: not much before 123/4
	The transfer of VI Victrix: broadly around 123
	A coin-hoard horizon, c. 123–5
	A cessation of work on the Wall, c. 123?
	A levy in Spain, spring of 123
	Unusual coin issues with military associations, c. 123
	The London fire, around 125
	Road repairs in the Rhine delta, winter 124–5

	Discussion
	If Sixth was Ninth
	Potential couplings
	Contours of a crisis

	Epilogue
	Bibliography

	The Antonine Wall Distance Slabs: A Critical Overview
	Introduction
	The uniqueness of the distance slabs
	Positioning
	Audience and message
	Disposal
	Units of measurement
	Records of distance
	Allocation of labour
	Order of construction
	Advance preparation
	Location of the eastern terminus
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Approaching Connectivity and Community Through Rural Crafts in Early Roman Cambridgeshire: The Case of the Lower Ouse Valley Potteries
	Introduction
	The Lower Ouse Valley potteries in context
	Lower Ouse Valley ware
	Formalised learning and down-the-line transmission
	Small worlds: creativity and distributed cognition
	Big ideas, long distances
	What's in a name? `industries' and `crafting districts'
	Constituting crafting districts in the landscape
	Concluding thoughts
	Bibliography

	Heating Londinium: Dating Relief-patterned Box-flue Tiles and Other Wall Cavity Traditions in Roman London's Baths and Heated Buildings
	Introduction
	Previous studies of the chronology and significance of wall cavity tiles, in London and beyond
	Keyed daub

	The new debate
	The early production hypothesis challenged
	Early start date and Neronian stamps
	Little London fabrics
	Relief-patterned tiles made at Little London and overall dating of such keyed tiles elsewhere

	Analysis of Roman London's data
	Analysis of the chronology of wall cavity tile deposition in London using the MOLA database
	Approach to aoristic analysis of context pottery dates
	Context pottery dating for different wall cavity tile forms
	Context pottery dating for different wall cavity tile keying methods

	Stratified site assemblages case studies
	East of the Walbrook in the Fenchurch Street Area (FER97; FEU08) (Table 1)
	Middle Walbrook Area (ONE94; BZY10) (Table 2)
	1 Poultry (ONE94)
	Bloomberg (BZY10) and adjacent sites

	West of the Walbrook around Gresham Street (GSM97; GHM05 and CPD04) (Table 3),
	Well infill of Blossoms Inn, GHT00

	South of the Thames in northern Southwark around Borough High Street (BGH95) (Table 4)

	Dated buildings elsewhere with associated relief-patterned tiles
	Winchester Palace, London

	Fabrics and distribution
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Pervasive Ritual at Wroxeter: The Evidence of the Buried Ceramics from the Bushe-Fox Excavations 1912–14*
	The Bushe-Fox excavations at Wroxeter
	Ritual deposition at Wroxeter
	Phasing of the Bushe-Fox sites (synthesis of the three reports)
	The Bushe-Fox Collection
	Complete vessels and miscellaneous ceramics
	Summary of the pit and well groups
	Pits outside buildings
	Features within buildings
	Wells
	Unprovenanced complete vessels
	A catalogue of the provenanced complete ceramic vessels and unprovenanced complete religious ceramics from the Bushe-Fox excavations
	Methodology notes
	Complete early vessels from excavations at Wroxeter other than Bushe-Fox's
	The catalogue of vessels
	Unprovenanced vessels

	A consideration of the complete ceramic vessels from the Bushe-Fox excavations
	Provenanced vessels
	Votive, boundary and termination deposits
	Foundation deposits

	Unprovenanced vessels

	Discussion
	Bibliography

	Intramural Human Remains from Roman Towns in Britain:  A Case Study from Late Iron Age and Roman Silchester
	Introduction
	Roman Britain
	Silchester
	Radiocarbon dating and chronological modelling
	Discussion
	Concluding discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Troy Story: The Ketton Mosaic, Aeschylus, and Greek Mythography in Late Roman Britain
	Part 1: The Mosaic in its Archaeological Context
	Part 2: The Narrative and Iconography of the Ketton Mosaic
	Panel 1: The duel between Achilles and Hector (Fig. 3)
	Panel 2: The dragging of Hector (Fig. 6)
	Panel 3: The ransom of Hector (Fig. 7)

	Ruling out the Iliad
	The `weighing of Hector' motif: parallel images
	The `weighing of Hector' motif in texts

	The snake at the dragging of Hector
	Proposition 1: The snake means `at the tomb of Patroclus'
	The `Euripides Line'

	Proposition 2: Euripides' Andromache (c. 428–425 b.c.) is a terminus post quem for the `around the walls of Troy' variant

	A note on Döhle's Achilleis theory of Attic vases
	One suspect remains
	Exploring three routes of transmission
	A note on mosaics and manuscript illumination

	OPTION A: The Ketton mosaic is based on an illustrated text of Aeschylus' Phrygians
	OPTION B: The Ketton mosaic was inspired by illustrations in Roman texts which reworked the Aeschylean narrative
	OPTION C: The Ketton mosaic is an artistic confection of pre-existing visual motifs
	Conclusion
	1. The prestige of Greek culture
	2. Access to literary and visual models
	3. Mythography as a visual genre

	Bibliography

	Fowl Play: A British `Fatal Charade' at Brading Roman Villa
	Introduction
	Poultry problems
	Caput capon
	Playing chicken
	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	Assessing Defence in Late Antique North-eastern Gaul and the Germanic Provinces c. a.d. 250–500: Biases, Distribution and Chronology*
	Introduction
	The study area and its historical context
	Research history and investigation biases
	Early investigations
	Post-war approaches
	Modern analysis

	Dataset and methodology
	Defining fortification
	Investigation type
	Investigations by period
	Geographical distributions
	Temporal distribution

	Future approaches
	Concluding remarks
	Bibliography

	Establishing a Chronology for Roman and Post-Roman Stanwick, Northamptonshire
	Introduction
	Site history
	Research objectives
	Radiocarbon dating
	Bayesian chronological modelling
	Chronological Model 1 (Figs 5 and 6)
	Group A
	Group B
	Group C
	Group D
	Group E
	Burial F
	Overall dating of these burials according to Model 1

	Chronological Models 2 and 3
	Diet and dates
	Stable isotopes
	Model 2
	Model 3


	The finds from the graves
	Small finds, excluding beads
	Group A late second/early third century
	Group B mid–late third/early fourth century
	Group C mid–late third/early fourth century (except later burial 6153)
	Group D third/fourth century
	Group E fifth century
	Burial F early fifth century

	The beads with Skeletons 6125–6

	Discussion of Stanwick and post-Roman Britain in light of the new dating evidence
	Where were the fifth-century dead buried?
	The fifth-century burial rite at Stanwick
	Rethinking the chronology of fifth-century material culture
	Changes in and around Stanwick in the late and post-Roman period

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Bibliography

	Objects in Miniature: A Copper-Alloy Beneficiarius Spear-Shaped Mount from Inveresk*
	Inveresk and its context
	The object (Figs 1–2)
	Votive miniature weapons in Britain
	The lances of the beneficiarii
	Displaying rank and identity
	Beneficiarii in Scotland
	Beneficiarii at Inveresk and its place in Roman Scotland
	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	Further Details on the Roman Figure with a Circular Socket from West Keal, Lincolnshire*
	Introduction
	Function and comparison
	Conservation and further details
	Landscape context
	Dating
	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	A Possible Roman Camp on the Wirral Peninsula
	The site
	Discussion
	Bibliography

	Spoon-Shaped Objects with Weapon Terminals from Western Britain*
	Introduction
	The finds
	Discussion
	Function
	Distribution
	Dating
	The weapon representations

	Conclusion
	Bibliography

	Correction to Manley et al. (2024) A Source of Confusion: New Archaeological Evidence for the Dorchester Aqueduct, Britannia 55, 83–97
	Bibliography

	Proceedings of the Society for the Promotion of Roman Studies 2024–2025





